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Black Hills Forest Resource Association

9218 Jackson Boulevard, Suite (0, Rapid Clty South Dakota 57709-3459, (605} 341 08?5

Secrctary of Agriculture Mike Johanns
2007 Farm Bill Comments

1400 independence Avenue. SW.
Washington. DC 20250-3355 -
December 30, 2003

Near Secretary Johanns:
The Black Hills Forest Resource Association is a regional trade ur;,anlzatlon of forest
produub manufacturers, tunber harvesting contraclors, and other businesses and interests
in the forest industry ot western South Dakota and northeast Wyoming., Our memherqh:})‘
procurcs its supply of raw material from a combination of state, federal, and prwalt
lands. Our principal inlerest in the 2007 Farm Bill pertains to programs designed 10
support the management and improvement of native forestland.

Reyeltabh the success of such programs in meeting the needs of forest landowners i n
the Black Hills region has been mottled since the inception of the EQUIP program in
place of the former SIP, FIP, and FLEP programs. The primary source of [cchnu.al
expertise and cost-share assistance to forestland owners in the Black Hills is through Ihc
State of South Dakota Department of Agriculinre, Division ol Resource Conservation and
Forestry. However, due to funding aliocation formulas and changes to project categorles
the distribution of funding under EQUIP has been weighted heavily toward urban forestrv
programs and urban areas in peneral, Private forestland management under USDA
assistance in South Dakota has therefore suffered considerably, as'a majority of the state
15 of rural character.

The dispatily in the effectiveness of the EQUIP progeam is directly applicable to
Question 4 from the listening sessions, regarding ‘the achievement of environmental (mld
conservation goals.’ The production of cleaner air and cleaner waler through Farm Blll
programs is ill served by allocating resources toward urban areas al the expensc of prwate
forestlands. Providing forcstland owners with a meaningful amount of incentives and
cost-share programs to ensure their continued productivity would ensure the achlevemem
of conservalion goals two-fold; firstly, through direct enhancements to forestland, and
secondly, by discouraging development and subdivision of torests into smailer tracts.

= Therefore, we urge you to consider reinstating and fully funding the former FIP. $1P, and
o FLED Pfﬁbfﬂms in the 700? Farm Bill, or undertaking a significant overhaul of LQUIP in
23 redsofrural forestland owners.
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